. Sample SF-09-01 was taken from a site close to the mouth of the fjord 24 below the marine limit (37 m), but is unlikely to have been submerged for a long period of time if rebound 25 was quick. Care was taken to avoid hollows and other potential areas of snow accumulation and/or drifting.
. Sample SF-09-01 was taken from a site close to the mouth of the fjord 24 below the marine limit (37 m), but is unlikely to have been submerged for a long period of time if rebound 25 was quick. Care was taken to avoid hollows and other potential areas of snow accumulation and/or drifting.
26
Sample location and elevation were recorded using handheld GPS receivers (±10 m). Topographic shielding 27 was measured using a sighting clinometer. Sample and location details are recorded in Table DR1 1996). Samples were run in three batches (n = 5, n =3 and n = 4), the first two at the CIAF and the third at 34 the University of Exeter.
10
Be ratios were measured by the AMS laboratory at SUERC (Xu et al., 2010 cover or for rock-surface erosion, both of which are assumed to be negligible, the former due to our choice of 57 exposed sites not conducive to snow accumulation and/or drifting. An erosion rate of 2 x 10 -4 cm yr -1 (after 58 André, 2002 ) increases ages by ~2% (Table DR1) 
67
Choice of production rate model and scaling is often a pragmatic one and is an ongoing subject of debate.
68
For this reason, and to facilitate comparison with other datasets and earlier work, we also report age results
69
using the other four most commonly used scaling schemes and the CRONUS-global production rate model 70 (Tables DR2 and DR3 ). The latter ages were generated using the original CRONUS-Earth To examine the relationship of bedrock and erratic ages we generated relative probability plots of the ages 99 (Figs. DR2 and DR3 ). These plots show, that although the all ages overlap within 2 s.d. error, the bedrock 100 ages are consistently older than the erratic ages and some of the bedrock ages likely contain isotopic 101 inheritance due to insufficient erosion. We therefore have based our main conclusions in the paper solely on 102 the erratic ages. These ages show remarkable consistency. From the relative probability plots (Fig. DR3) 122 §Samples are normalized to standard NIST SRM4325 with a certified ratio of 2.79 x 10 -11 (07KNSTD) (Nishiizumi et al., 2007) 123 #Thickness correction calculated for an assumed density of 2.62 g/cm Table DR2 10 Be ages achieved using alternative scaling schemes and calculated using the regionally calibrated North 127 American production rate (Balco et al. 2009 ). All other parameters kept the same as in Table DR1 . SF-09-29 11.2 ± 0.6 11.0 ± 0.6 10.9 ± 0.6 10.8 ± 0.6 11.4 ± 0.6 SF-09-30 11.3 ± 0.6 11.0 ± 0.6 10.9 ± 0.6 10.8 ± 0.6 11.4 ± 0.7 SF-09-53 11.6 ± 0.6 11.4 ± 0.6 11.3 ± 0.6 11.2 ± 0.6 11.8 ± 0.7 SF-09-54 10.9 ± 0.6 10.7 ± 0.6 10.5 ± 0.6 10.5 ± 0.6 11.0 ± 0.7 SF-09-55 11.3 ± 0.7 11.1 ± 0.7 11.0 ± 0.7 10.9 ± 0.7 11.5 ± 0.7 SF-09-62 10.7 ± 0.6 10.5 ± 0. Table DR1 .
†
Error weighted mean and 1 s.d.
130
131 132 Table DR3 10 Be ages derived using alternative scaling schemes calculated using the CRONUS-global production rate. 
